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WHAT PRICE BASES? 


Hr tells of many victories won and empires 

established by relatively small groups of well led 
ambitious men skilled in the use of weapons. Prob- 
ably the most astonishing example of this fact were the 
amazing victories won by Cortez and Pizarro and their 
small bands of conquistadores over the Aztec and Inca 
empires. What counted in these conquests was vastly 
superior weapons, superior skill, and driving ambition. 
There was no triumph of right. 

All through the 19th and early 20th centuries, Euro- 
pean nations were enabled to win comparatively easy 
victories in Asia and Africa because of their great su- 
periority in economic and technical strength over those 
whom they conquered. Moral considerations didn’t 
count. 

That day is done. If, for a brief moment, our coun- 
try’s sole possession of the atomic bomb gave us tremen- 
dous advantage solely in terms of military power, that 
moment has definitely passed. The adversaries in the 
present cold war both possess the hydrogen and atomic 
bombs and other terrible devices of mass destruction. 
The communist nations have a great preponderance in 
manpower and communism still has its fanatical .adher- 
ents. If communism is to be conquered, it must be on 
ideological or moral grounds which will appeal to 
masses of men. Victory for democracy requires that we 
convince peoples not under communist rule (1) that 
communist imperialism means the death of freedom; 
and (2) that democracy can work in terms of fulfill- 
ment of men’s deepest desires. These truths must be 
brought home to the people behind the iron curtain. 
In its deepest sense, the war against communism must 
be moral. 

To this, all thoughtful Americans will agree. Much 
American propaganda takes account of the fact. It is 
not a fact which permits unilateral disarmament in the 
face of an enemy to whom unilateral disarmament 
would be proof only of weakness.. Nevertheless, our 
hope of avoiding World War III, or even of winning 
it—insofar as anyone can win in so horrible a holo- 
caust—requires us to win a moral triumph for justice, 
freedom, and the dignity of man within our own de- 
mocracy and in our relations to other nations. 

Despite the lip service Americans would give to this 
contention, more and more discussion of the cold war, 
and of the prospects of open belligerency, is carried 
on in terms of sheer power. Sen. Joseph McCarthy, our 
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Grand Inquisitor, has never once analyzed the real na- 
ture of communism or the justification of a moral cru- 
sade against it. He has talked and acted as if all our 
troubles were caused by the disloyalty of Americans and 
Britons, some of them in high office. He has implied 
that communism could be defeated if no one would 
sell anything to Russia or China. He has promised us 
victory and lower taxes. He appeals for patriotic sup- 
port with no higher moral sanction than a blanket con- 
demnation of communism as our gangster foe. 


"New look" frightens our friends 


President Eisenhower on a loftier plane has made 
eloquent addresses concerning that terrible cost of the 
arms race to mankind and his desire for universal con- 
trolled disarmament. But the new look of our American 
foreign policy throughout the world derives from our 
faith in “instant massive retaliation,’ a formula which 
has frightened our friends, rather than our foes. 


No single item in American foreign policy is more 
indicative of its growing dependence upon sheer brute 
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force than our attitude toward Franco’s Spain. Franco 
rules by grace of foreign intervention. Hitler and Mus- 
solini deliberately made Spain the guinea pig for their 
experiments in the tactics of the blitzkrieg. Their suc- 
cess was enormously aided by the neutralism of the 
western democracies including the United States. In 
retrospect we know that Franco’s victory as the puppet 
of the fascist powers made all but certain the tragedy of 
the second world war. Today we defenders of democ- 
racy have turned from neutralism toward fascist dicta- 
torship in Spain to partial alliance with it. We have 
learned nothing from history. American indifference to 
moral considerations in its eagerness for bases in Spain 
tremendously weakens us in the all important moral 
aspects of the cold war, without any corresponding in- 
crease in military strength. 


Indisputable facts of history 


The actual facts of history admit no dispute. Franco’s 
Falangism was from the first a brand of fascism. He 
could never have won except for the direct military sup- 
port of Hitler and Mussolini. All through the dreadful 
carnage of World War II, he hoped for fascist vic- 
tory. The best that can be said for him is that a certain 
political shrewdness and his people’s weariness of war 
held him back from all out belligerent action in sup- 
port of his benefactors against the démocracies. 

I shall never forget the Republican Congressman in 
Washington who assured me that I had misjudged 
Franco. Did he not in the end doublecross Hitler? To 
whatever degree the Congressman was right, he gave 
strange endorsement to a prospective ally. 

At the end of World War II, the feeling against 
Franco was so strong that his government was excluded 
from the UN, and the United States and some other 
powers for a very considerable period refused to send 
ambassadors, although diplomatic relations were not 
broken. Now there is a case for the recognition of es- 
tablished governments and their inclusion in the United 
Nations simply because they govern, regardless of their 
moral quality. Nevertheless, world feeling is such that 
Franco is still deprived of a seat in the United Nations. 
And at the same time, he is not only recognized but 
subsidized by the United States! 

The change in our policy has by no means been the 
result of reformation in the nature of Franco’s govern- 
ment. Three years ago, I had the honor of attending 
a conference in Bombay at which the Indian Commit- 
tee for Cultural Freedom was formed. One of the visit- 
ing group was Sr. de Madariaga, who told Indian audi- 
ences that, bad as Franco’s dictatorship was, Moscow’s 
was far worse. That, I believe. Moreover, I am com- 
pelled to accept the judgment of observers who tell us 


that today the Spaniards prefer to endure Franco 
rather than to renew a civil war from which they 
suffered so greatly. But how bad is a government for 
which this is the highest possible praise! 

In the last three years I have traveled rather widely 
in Asia and Europe. I cannot remember a time or 
place when American foreign policy was under discus- 
sion when I was not taunted with our inconsistency as 
champions of democracy in subsidizing Franco. No one 
believed that our military need is so desperate that we 
are justified in acquiring bases on terms not fully known 
either to the American or the Spanish people at a price 
to which no final limits are set. This is interpreted as 
power politics and not even very smart power politics 
in almost every part of the world, especially among 
the progressive forces of nations concerned with inde- 
pendence from every sort of imperialism. 


Military advantages questionabie 


I am not a military expert. So good a military ex- 
pert as Hanson Baldwin of the N.Y. Times has been 
less than enthusiastic about the military advantages of 
our deal with Franco. He has questioned just what we 
have got, and at what cost, I am concerned here with 
a deeper problem. There are no quantitative scales by 
which moral imponderables can be weighed. But I do 
not hesitate to affirm that what we have got by way 
of military advantages is not worth the loss of confi- 
dence which we have incurred in every land, including 
Spain itself, where men still love freedom. Indeed in 
crisis the Spanish people might sabotage our bases or 
ally themselves with our enemies because we have sup- 
ported the tyrant over them. 

The price we have paid for bases is not merely in 
money. Financially the Eisenhower administration seems 
to have acquired a little caution and Sr. Arburda who 
came seeking further tribute was sent home empty 
handed. But America has paid not only in money but in 
silence when she ought to have spoken. Workers, de- 
prived of the rights of free men, are toiling for Ameri- 
cans at bases. We have not demanded elementary justice 
for our employees. Workers who have sought to exercise 
what Americans recognize as the most elementary free- 
doms have been tried by courts martial, executed, im- 
prisoned, and we have not protested. We are champions 
of the four freedoms, but we subsidize a dictator who 
flouts the first freedom and denies all but the most 


- meager tolerance to Protestants and Jews. 


what price bases? Are we content to pay for them 
by sacrifice of moral leadership in a struggle which 
can never be won, except as we can make it a crusade 


for freedom, peace, and plenty, a cause one and in- 
divisible? 
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AN ANNIVERSARY: 


N JULY 19TH, 1936, the second world war began 
in Spain. Today is the anniversary of this event. 
That war is over everywhere but in Spain. There the 
pretext for not bringing it to an end is the need to pre- 
pare for the third world war. This describes, in brief, 
the tragedy of Republican Spain: subjected first to 
civil and foreign war by rebel military leaders, it is 
now subjected to these same leaders in the name of 
a foreign war. For fifteen years, a cause as just as any 
a man is likely to encounter in his lifetime has been 
constantly distorted and at times betrayed in the in- 
terests of a world struggle for power. The republican 
cause has been and still is identified with the cause 
of peace—and therein lies, doubtless, its justification. 
Unfortunately, the world has been at war incessantly 
since July 19th, 1936, and as a result the Spanish 
Republic has ever since been betrayed or cynically put 
to use. It may then be pointless to appeal, as we have 
so often done, to the spirit of justice and freedom, to 
the conscience of governments. By definition, a govern- 
ment has no conscience; sometimes it has a policy, but 
nothing more. To say that it is unworthy of a democ- 
racy to kill once again the men who fought and died for 
our freedom may no longer be the best way to plead 
the Spanish Republican cause. These are words of 
truth, and so they will sound as a voice in the wilder- 
ness. The proper argument is rather that if support of 
Franco is justified only by the need to defend the West, 
then nothing justifies supporting him. . 


The governments of the West having decided to take 
account only of realities, they might as well be told 
that the convictions of a large part of Europe are also 
part of reality and cannot be ultimately denied. In the 
twentieth century, governments show a regrettable ten- 
dency to believe that opinions and consciences can be 
controlled like forces in the physical world. And in 
truth governments have managed, by propaganda and 
by terror, to make opinions and consciences distressingly 
pliable. Yet everything has its limits; especially the flex- 
ibility of opinions. They have been able so to befuddle 
the revolutionary conscience as to make it extol 


wretched exploits of tyranny; yet the very practice of 


tyranny makes this befuddlement obvious, so that now, 
in the middle of the century, the revolutionary con- 
science is awakening again and returning to its starting 
point. Yet they have succeeded in obscuring the ideal 
of freedom for which peoples and individuals were will- 
ing to go on fighting when their governments had sur- 
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JULY 19 


by Albert Camus 


rendered. They have kept these peoples waiting and 
made them give in more and more. But as of now a 
limit has been reached that must be clearly pointed 
out, a limit beyond which a free conscience can no 
longer be put to use—beyond which it too must be 
fought. For us Europeans who became aware of our 
fate and of our truths on July 19th, 1936, this limit 
is Spain and her freedom. 

And no matter what has happened, there still is a 
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limit. For nearly ten years we ate the bread of shame 
and defeat. On the day of deliverance, at the pinnacle 
of our greatest hope, we learned that the victory itself 
was betrayed and that some of our illusions had to be 
foregone. Some of them? Undoubtedly—after all, we 
are not children. But not all, not our most basic loy- 
alty. At this clearly defined limit stands Spain, in any 
case, to help. us see clearly. No battle will be just if it 
is really fought against the Spanish people; if it is 
fought against them, it will be fought without us. No 
Europe, no culture will be free if it is established on 
the slavery of the Spanish people; if it is established 
on their slavery, it will be established against us. 


The “intelligent” realism of Western politicians will 
end in winning five airports and three thousand Spanish 
officers to their side, and in estranging hundreds of 
thousands of Europeans for all time. Whereupon these 
political masterminds will congratulate themselves 
amidst the ruins—unless the realists really understand 
the language of realism, and realize at last that Soviet 
Russia’s best ally today is not Spanish communism but 
General Franco himself and his Western supporters. 

These warnings may be useless. Yet there is room 
left for hope. No defeat will be final so long as the 


Spanish people keep up their fighting strength. Para-_ 


doxically, it is these people—starved, enslaved—who are 
today the guardian and witness of our hope. 


We must not believe that the republican cause is 
wavering, nor that Europe is in the throes of death. 
It is ideologies that are in the throes of death, from 
the East to the West. And perhaps Europe, of which 
Spain is part, is now so wretched only because she has 
turned away altogether, even in her revolutionary think- 
ing, from ideas in which justice and liberty were bound 
in organic unity and which were as far removed from 
middle-class philosophies as from dictatorial socialism. 
The peoples of Spain, of Italy and of France have 
guarded the secret of these ideas and will guard it so 
that it may be used at their rebirth. Then will July 
19th, 1936, be one of the dates in the second revolu- 
tion of the century, the one that had its roots in the 
Paris Commune and, working its way forward under the 
guise of defeat, has not yet finished shaking the world 
and will end by taking man further than did the revo- 
lution of 1917. Borne up by Spain and, in general, 
by the spirit of liberty, it will some day give Spain 
and Europe back to us, and with them new tasks and 
new battles, out in the open at last. This prospect, at 
any rate, gives hope and purpose to our struggle. 


I am not forgetting that if eighteen years are a trifle 
in the perspective of history, the eighteen years through 
which we have just lived have weighed heavily on many 
Spaniards in the silence of exile. There is something 
I have spoken about too often to discuss it further, 
and that is my passionate desire to see them home 
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again, on the only land that is truly theirs. I sense 
once: more the bitterness of speaking of new struggles 
and battles rather than of the happiness that is their 
due. But to justify so much suffering and death, we 
can only bear within us our hopes and see to it that 
the suffering should not have been in vain and that the 
dead should not be forsaken. These eighteen relentless 
years have worn out many men at their work but 
have forged others to vindicate them. Hard as it is, 
this is the way peoples and civilizations rise. After all it 
was from you, Spaniards, from Spain, in part, that 
some of us have learned to stand up and accept un- 
flinchingly the arduous duty of freedom. For Europe, 
and for us Frenchmen, even without our being aware 
of it, you have been and you still are the teachers of 
freedom. Now it is our turn to share with you, un- 
flinchingly and uncompromisingly, this hard, unending 
duty. 

There is your justification! Since reaching manhood, 
I have encountered in history many conquerors whose 
face I found hideous because I read there hatred and 
solitude. You see, they were nothing if they could not 
be conquerors. Their very existence depended on killing 
and enslaving. But there is another race of men who 
help us to breathe, who have never known existence 
and freedom except in the freedom and happiness of 
all and who consequently find reason to live and to love 
in defeat itself. Such men will never be alone. 





FRANCO RECEIVES VISITORS 


On June 22 General Franco received the two in- 
fantes, Juan Carlos and Alfonso, sons of the pretender 
to the throne of Spain, D. Juan de Bourbon, in the 
Pardo Palace. As this was the first time this had hap- 
pened, the incident was widely commented on in Ma- 
drid. The Spanish radio stated that “the two visitors 
had expressed their profound love for Spain and their 
desire to serve her.” 

Those familiar with Franco’s customary tactics would 
not be fooled into interpreting this gesture as an indi- 
cation of Franco’s intention to solve the problem of 
his succession by restoring the monarchy in the person 
of the Irifante Juan Carlos. They would regard it 
simply as another example of his usual “double play,” 
today favoring one side of the opposition, tomorrow 
another. The monarchists are saying: “This means 
that Don Juan will not return to Spain as long as 
Franco is in power and implies that the Infante Juan 
Carlos is his successor.” 


IBERICA 























UNCENSORED 


Reports from Our Correspondent in Madrid 


Impending change of government 


It is possible that Franco will have changed his gov- 
ernment by the time these lines are published. In any 
case this is certain to happen soon. There is much 
speculation going on now in the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs and the Pardo Palace as to the nature of the 
impending changes. It is true that this season brings 
such rumors every year, but this time they are well- 
founded. 

The cabinet replacements will be along the following 
two political lines: one group will be chosen from 
among those who believe that the monarchy can only 
be restored after Franco’s demise, if it is to be brought 
back at all. The second group will consist of falangists 
such as the self-styled monarchist, the novelist Sanchez 
Mazas. The former group will be named to placate the 
army; the second, to replace undisciplined falangists,— 
those involved in unsavory commerce, or those who 
have established undesirable connections with the so- 
cialist and anarchist labor groups that oppose the re- 
gime. Thus Franco will both re-enforce the conserva- 
tive nature of his regime, and emphasize his disapproval 
of the sindicalist policy initiated by men such as José 
Solis and Antonio Girén. 


Franco's rift with Vatican 


At the same time the new government will reflect 
Franco’s wish to keep his distance from the Vatican. 
It is known, however, that the Vatican has not waited 
for Franco to take this step before expressing its dis- 
pleasure. Certain high authorities of the Spanish Catho- 
lic hierarchy have already made quite clear to Franco 
the Church’s unwillingness to appear to be party any 
longer to all of his undertakings. Furthermore, the 
Caudillo has been reproached for his failure to fulfill 


his obligations as established in the Concordat with the 
Vatican. 


In general, the Church’s complaints against Franco 
are along two lines: that he has permitted the so-called 
“liberal type,” including followers of Unamuno and 
Ortega y Gasset, to obtain a foothold in the Falange; 
secondly, that he encourages immorality. The Vatican 
has advised the Spanish ecclesiastical authorities that, 
only one month after having signed the Concordat 
with Rome “guaranteeing the rights of the Church in 
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Spain,” the Spanish Chief of State had signed other 
agreements with the United States which were im- 
moral in their nature. For, included in these agreements 
with America are secret clauses concerning the presence 
of American forces on Spanish terrain, one of which 
provides for the establishment of public houses in the 
environs of each camp to be occupied by American 
soldiers, for the purpose of “satisfying their baser in- 
stincts.” The Spanish ecclesiastical authorities have ex- 
pressed their indignation to Franco. (It is opportune 
to recall Franco’s own indignation, expressed in his 
latest article published under his nom de plume, Ma- 
cauley, in Arriba, at previous Spanish governments for 
having permitted the establishment of “a place for 
licentiousness in La Linea in order to satisfy the animal 
instincts of the British soldiers in Gibraltar.” ) 

The army, on the other hand, is not in favor of 
the excessive clericalism evinced by some of the pres- 
ent cabinet members such as Martin Artajo, Minister 
of Foreign Affairs, and Ruiz Giménez, Minister of Edu- 
cation, both of whom are members of Catholic Action. 
It is thought that Franco, torn as he is between these 
opposing forces, will find it convenient to replace these 
two men. Various names have been mentioned as likely 
candidates for these positions, including Carrero Blanco, 
Admiral Moreno, Minister of the Navy, and Ibafiez 
Martin, Chairman of the Council of State. ; 

There is talk, too, about the replacement of the Min- 
ister of Information, Arias Salgado. A personal friend 
of Franco, a colonel who is an advocate of a more 
severe press censorship policy, may take his place. 
Another possibility, it is said, is Manuel Aznar, present 
Spanish Ambassador to Argentina. It seems hardly likely 
however that Franco would appoint this man who is 


a political realist, and a competent newspaper man him- 
self. 


American pressure 


In addition to the Church and the army a third fac- 
tor will have an effect on the selection of the new gov- 
ernment, and that is the factor of American pressure, 
which has been applied on Franco, more or less directly, 
on two. previous occasions. The first was at the time 
of the Franco-Spanish crisis, when Washington saw fit 
to advise Franco that the United States “did not wish 
there to be any more disturbances in Morocco.” Franco 
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complied to this request by ordering his representative 
in Morocco, General Garcia Valiio, to tone down his 
verbal attacks on France. In addition, we have been 
informed that Franco sent word to the Spanish Minister 
in Tangiers to “temper the energies” of the High Com- 
missioner in Tetuan. As a result of all this it now ap- 
pears that Garcia Valifo will vacate his post at Tetuan 
sometime between now and the autumn. 

American pressure was brought to bear a second time, 
in connection with the trip made by Spain’s Minister 
of Commerce, Manuel Arburia, to Washington. Now 
the real purpose of this trip, described at the time by 
the Spanish government as a “good-will tour,” is known. 
It ‘appears that President Eisenhower wished to inter- 
view Arburta directly, in person, about Spain’s capa- 
cities for construction of the bases in the allotted time. 
As a result of Sr. Arburta’s report the U.S. is now 
convinced that the Spanish regime is incapable of ful- 
filling its obligations, and that the construction of the 
bases will have to be delayed until other means have 
been found. There is a good deal of talk, now, of the 
importation of Italian and French labor, of German 
and Belgian cement, and of the installation of new 
power plants to be administered by the U. S. and 
Germany, the only two countries considered by the 
American Mission to offer the necessary technical 
guarantees. 


U. S. can help evolution of regime - 


There is great disappointment in Madrid. Dreams of 
a-grant of $200 millions have been defiated, following 
Sr. Arburida’s report that “it isn’t possible to count on 
more than $40 millions.” Little by little the loyal adher- 
ents of the regime are realizing that the U.S. will not 
give gratuitous aid to Spain. Today, as before the sign- 
ing of the pact, many of them are taking up their 
plaint that “the evolution of the regime must be 
hastened, and it is the United States that can help us 
in making this change.” The trips that many Francoists 
have made to the U.S. have impressed upon them the 
fact that American capital is being invested in Spain, 
and that far greater quantities could be invested there. 
Upon their return home it has dawned on them that 
it is General Franco, the Falange and the Church, that 
is to say the three most powerful supports of the re- 
gime itself, that stand in the way of such an increase 
in investments of private American capital. And their 
conclusion invariably is: that if, in this situation, one 
of the three factors is in the wrong, it is General 
_ Franco. This growing opinion, however, is not ‘yet suf- 
ficiently robust to transform itself into a will for action. 


Madrid, July, 1954 


SPANISH “TITO-IST” ARRESTED 
IN BARCELONA 


In June, the communist nationalist, Juan Comorera, 
was arrested in Barcelona. He had been leading a 
clandestine life there under an assumed name for some 
time, since his return to Spain, “the only country,” as 
he said upon the occasion of his arrest, “which offered 
guarantees for my life.” 

During the Spanish Civil War Juan Comorera had 
represented the communist dominated Socialist Unifi- 
cation Party of Catalonia in the autonomous govern- 
ment of Catalonia, which he served as economic ad- 
visor. At the end of the Civil War he went to Russia, 
then left Russia and went to live in France, but his 
political point of view, signifying autonomy with re- 
spect to Russia (Tito-ism) had brought him the enmity 
of orthodox communists everywhere, and his life was 
in danger in France. 

Our contributor, Jean Creach, made the following 
remarks about Comorera’s arrest in an article pub- 
lished in the June 17 Le Monde, Paris: “Two factors 
led to the arrest of Comorera: first, accusations made 
by recently imprisoned communists as to his complicity 
in the organization of the general strike of 1951 in 
Barcelona,” strike which all anti-franquist elements 
joined, “‘and, according to official Spanish circles, the 
Spanish government’s wish to impress the United 
States with a spectacular gesture of anti-communism. 
It is not improbable that the need for such a gesture 
was felt in view of American concern about Spain’s 
commerce with the U.S.S.R. and about the underlying 
reasons for Russia’s compliance in returning the Blue 
Division prisoners to Spain.” 

Mr. Creach concludes with the following most pene- 
wating comment: “Jt is probable that the real effect 
of these two factors will be to relieve the orthodox com- 
munists of Catalonia of a most effective enemy in 
Comorera, and to foster the unity of communist action 
which Moscow has been trying to organize for five 
years now.” . 

It will be noted that M. Creach’s reference to trade 
between Russia and Spain is in agreement with the 
reports made on this score by Iberica in the June 15 
issue. 





PRESS CENSORSHIP IN SPAIN 


The latest Associated Press survey of world news cen- 
sorship conditions, completed on July 3, includes the 
following report on Spain. This is quoted from the 
N.Y. Times, July 4: 

Strict censorship of the domestic press continues in 
Spain, along with a tight control over information avail- 
able to foreign correspondents. Spanish newsmen must 
be Government-approved. 
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LETTER FROM MEXICO: 


An average Spaniard speaks his mind to Americans 


As one of those Spaniards “who cherish their hope 
for a free and democratic Spain” I am happy to con- 
sider myself included among those to whom Iberica 
offers its pages, so that they may express their views 
to an American public. The opinions of an unknown 
person like myself are of little interest, yet I feel in- 
clined to submit them as I am convinced they are the 
opinions held, as well, by a large sector of the Spanish 
people. For that reason I will be grateful if these lines 
may be read by a few Americans who approve of the 
policy now being pursued by their government with re- 
spect to my country, Spain. 

It is well known that the masses of people are more 
influenced by their emotional reactions to events than 
they are by cold and complicated politico-philosophical 
theories; thus anyone who feels in harmony with them 
may speak for chem. In the case of the Spanish people, 
however, the sway of this emotional factor is not limited 
to the so-called masses or general populace, but is a 
preponderant national characteristic which has made 
its influence felt throughout the course of Spanish his- 
tory, just as other nations have been affected by a pre- 
dilection for the rule of reason and logic. 

And nowadays we Spaniards find ourselves in an 
even more intense and impassioned state of mind than 
in more normal times. We express vociferous complaints 
about the conduct of others, and invocations to the 
high and eternal principles, such as Morality and Jus- 
tice, which have invariably, in our opinion, been 
trampled on. If we consider the problems that are op- 
pressing the entire world, we never fail to judge them 
from the point of view of our own country. “The prob- 
lem of Spain” is the prism through which we view 
all that surrounds us. 

But what are the causes of this state of mind? 

It must not be forgotten that the Spaniard, both at 
home and in the emigration, has lived under abnormal 
circumstances for quite a few years now. He has lost 
his freedom, and has no standard for his actions. No 
longer can he have his say, as do others, in world af- 
fairs. And as he considers himself to be the victim of 
a tremendous injustice, what is there left for him to do? 
Nothing, nothing but to harp monotonously on those 
High Principles in which he sees his only salvation, and 
to express himself vehemently against those who, hav- 
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ing, as he believes, the power to invoke those principles, 
nevertheless fail to do so. 

With what lucidity that remains in his impassioned 
mind he synthesizes and condenses all contemporaneous 
problems, and concludes that the solution or perpetu- 
ation of his own problem lies, to great extent, in the 
hands of the two colossi that represent the two opposing 


concepts of life that are now in clearly established 
conflict. 


About a year ago the writer stated the following in 
one of the periodicals published in Mexico: “Our ideas, 
which coincide with those of many liberal and patriotic 
Spaniards, are clear, and we wish to state them clearly: 
in the great struggle which is now under way, we 
would unhesitatingly take the side of the United States, 
if their actions, as in the case of their relations with 
Spain, had been devoted consistently to the unswerving 
defense of democracy and freedom, and if they had 
always activated in accordance with the ideals that 
they continually express.” 

Since then many things have come to pass. That | 
which seemed to be nothing but a vague threat which 
no one wanted to believe has become a grievous reality. 
The United States government has signed an agreement 
with the illegal government which retains the power in 
my country. At first we were all stupified; but now 
this stupefaction is leading to something more serious: 
to disorientation and the beginning of a breakdown of 
our morale and our basic convictions. 

I do not know to what extent the American people, 
so legitimately proud of their power, care about the 
opinion of the Spanish people, reduced, as we now are, 
to the lowest depths of impotency. I do not know if 
they care whether the future reactions of the Spanish 
people, when they are free again, will be friendly or 
unfriendly. But I do wish to express myself to the 
American citizen who is concerned about the conduct 
of his own government in its foreign relations, and 
who is convinced that his government should not ‘stoop 
to measures of temporary and disputable expedience 
but should, on the contrary, always serve those prin- 
ciples of ethics which, when scrupulously observed, lead 
to the true greatness of a country. 

It must never be forgotten that the democratic Spain 
of 1936 was attacked by German and Italian fascists, 
that the leader of this action against his own people 
subsequently fought the allies, including the United 
States, and that for some incomprehensible reason this 
man, instead of standing trial with the other war crim- 

(Continued on Page 11) 








Editorial: | 
COMMERCE OR EMBARGO? 


On June 18 Mr. Norman Thomas, in his capacity 
as Honorary Chairman of [berica, issued a statement 
about Spain’s commerce in strategic metals with the 
U.S.S.R. This statement, which was based on infor- 
mation supplied by Iberica, was published in several 
newspapers, among them the N.Y. World Telegram, 
Journal of Commerce, and the N.Y. Post. 

The New York Times, in an article dated Madrid, 
June 18, reports that “Spain has sold to Poland about 
300,000 metric tons of iron ore in exchange for 
18,950 metric tons of coal in the last few weeks.” 





An inquiry by the N.Y. Times correspondent as to 
the conflict between this deal (and others) and Gen- 
eral Franco’s pronouncement, elicited the following 
reply from Franco spokesmen: “. . . the iron ore had 
been purchased by the Atlas Handel Company of 
Munich in West Germany, and that they were not re- 
sponsible for its ultimate destination. They added that, 
in any case, iron ore was not a strategic mineral and 
that consequently it could be freely exported to the 
Soviet bloc. . . . In 1953, Spain exported about 10,000 
tons of lead, which were ostensibly bought by a Swiss 
concern and then re-routed to Czechoslovakia, as well 
as ‘some quantities of low-grade pyrites'for delivery to 
Soviet satellite countries, according to those sources. 

“However, since the signing last September of the 
United States-Spanish agreement on economic and mil- 
itary collaboration, Spain has halted all export of stra- 
tegic minerals to the Soviet bloc despite what were 
described here as ‘very attractive offers’.” 


These statements, far from constituting a rebuttal 
of our afirmations, are a reenforcement of them: that 
Spain is trafficking with the Soviet bloc. That, General 
Franco has not denied. The answer given to our accu- 
sations that Spain is selling mercury to communist coun- 
tries is lame, to say the least. To quote the article in 
the N.Y. Times once more: “During the last twelve 
months ‘virtually all of Spain’s mercury production has 
been sold to the United States,’ and consequently the 
possibilities of export to the Soviet bloc must be defin- 
itely ruled out, an authoritative source said.” 

What sort of a rebuttal is this? A correction of the 
type of statement which we made should be given in 
precise figures and unimpeachable documentation. 
Surely data as to the total production of mercury in 
Spain is available to the Spanish government, along 
with the export licenses given for exportation of mer- 
cury during any one period. Precise figures should be 
made available to the press, figures that leave no room 
for doubt. As long as these figures are not given, our 
affirmations, based on trustworthy data, remain intact. 
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LEQUERICA PROPOSES 
HIS SUCCESSOR 


Spain’s Ambassador to Washington, Sr. Felix de 
Lequerica, was expected to resign from his post earlier 


this spring. His resignation was delayed, however, by 


problems arising from the anti-French disturbances in 


Spanish Morocco and the anti-British uprisings in 
Spain. 


Now, however, Sr. Lequerica has given formal no- 
tice of his resignation. His return to Madrid is closely 
related with the impending change of government there. 
Sr. Lequerica is a possible candidate as a successor to 
Sr. Martin Artajo, Minister of Foreign Affairs; or he 
may be named Chairman of the so-called “Cortes.” In 
any case he will fill a key position in the new Franco 
cabinet. 


The New York Times of June 28 published a state- 
ment by Sr. Lequerica in which he named Fernando 
Maria Castiella as his successor. If this should be con- 
firmed, then Franco Spain will be represented in demo- 
cratic America by a man who was decorated with 
the Iron Cross by the Nazi High Command in recog- 
nition of his services in the Blue Division, and who, 
moreover, is one of the most notorious enemies of de- 
mocracy, and one of the most outspokenly anti-British 
men in Spain today. His attitude has been clearly de- 
fined in his book “Spanish Claims,” which was com- 


missioned by the Spanish government and _ published 


in 1941. 


Americans are wondering if it is customary for the 
representative of a totalitarian country to name his 
own successor. In any case, this announcement by Sr. 
Lequerica seems extremely maladroit. 





FRIENDS OF THE UNITED STATES 


Spain’s wartime Ambassador to the United States, 
Sr: Cardenas, has initiated the formation of an asso- 
ciation entitled “Friends of the United States” in Spain. 
Mr, James T. Dunn, American Ambassador to Madrid, 
and Mr. Jose de Lequerica, Spanish Ambassador in 
Washington, are the Honorary Chairmen. Sr. Gregorio 
Marajion, the lawyer who is a son of Dr. Maranon, is 
the Secretary. 
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LETTER FROM MEXICO 
(Continued from Page 9) 


inals in Nuremberg, continues to this day to impose his 
regime of force and terror on Spain. And now he is 
accepted as an ally in preparation for another war. 


There is no doubt,—of this, we Spanish liberals would 
all be in agreement,—that the world, while still not 
entirely free of one form of totalitarianism, finds itself 
confronted by another tremendous totalitarian menace 
which threatens the independence of all the countries 
of Europe and the very existence of our most cherished 
democratic forms of life. In confronting this menace 
we consider it to be justified and praiseworthy to re- 
sort to all possible means—both political means and 
force—with but one exception: that which involves 
trampling on the very foundations of democracy itself, 
or the exceeding of the limits imposed by international 
honor. The request for aid, even if it be bought, of a 
fascist regime that is martyrizing a people and dis- 
gracing an epoch, in the name of the defense of democ- 
racy and freedom, this, we feel, is a breach of these 
limits of honor, no matter how elastic it may suit us 
to make them. 


But that, alas, is just what has happened, and the 
average Spaniard, who doesn’t understand the subtle- 
ties of opportunism or the logistics of international stra- 
tegy, relapses, as I have said before, into a state of con- 
fusion and demoralization. He feels that the role of 
“cipayo” (Indians who fought with the invaders) 
which will be assigned to him in a future conflict, 
consisting in, his giving his blood once again for the 
freedom of others while at the same time reinforcing 


* his own chains, does not suit him. In consequence, he 


refuses to measure the potential contingencies of his 
decision, and letting himself be carried along by his 
habitual passion, he declares: “on the side of the execu- 
tioner of my country and its freedoms, never! Even 
should he come hand in hand with the archangels.” 
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